
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

BEFORE THE ARIZQ~&C!ID,IXP&RAWEM@!OMMISSION 
WILLIAM A. MUNDELL 
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6C-T 0 4 2002 

[N THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 

AGUA FRIA WATER DISTRICT, FOR AN 
EXTENSION OF THE SERVICE AREA UNDER 
ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE OF 
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY TO PROVIDE 
WATER UTILITY SERVICE. 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 

WATER DISTRICT FOR A TRANSFER OF A 
PARCEL TO THE AGUA FRIA DISTRICT. 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
ARIZONA-AMERICAN, ANTHEWAGUA FRIA 
DISTRICT (DISTCO) FOR AN EXTENSION OF 
THE SERVICE AREA UNDER ITS EXISTING 
CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND 
NECESSITY TO PROVIDE WASTEWATER 
UTILITY SERVICE. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

ARIZONA-AMERICAN WATER COMPANY, 

ARIZONA-AMERICAN, SUN CITY WEST 

DOCKET NO. WS-01303A-02-0633 

PROCEDURAL ORDER 

On August 20, 2002, Arizona-American Water Company (“AZAM” or “Applicant”) on 

behalf of its Agua Fria Water District (“AFWD”), Sun City West Water District (“SCWWD”) and 

AnthedAgua Fria District (“DISTCO”) filed with the Arizona Corporation Commission 

(“Commission”) an application to extend AFWD’s and DISTCO’s service areas under their 

Certificate of Convenience and Necessity (“Certificate”) for water and wastewater utility service, 

respectively. AZAM also requested approval to transfer a parcel from SCWWD to AFWD.. 

Pursuant to A.R.S. 5 41-1074(C), the application herein was deemed administratively 

complete. 

On September 24, 2002, by Procedural Order, this proceeding was scheduled for hearing on 

December 10,2002. 

On September 27, 2002, the Commission’s Uitlities Division (“Staff”) filed a Motion to 
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eschedule (“Motion”) the proceeding due to the possible unavailability of a witness due to a 

:heduling conflict. Upon a review of the scheduling conflict, it appears that the problem can be 

solved and Staffs Motion should be denied. 

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED that Staffs Motion is denied 

DATED this $%ay of October, 2002. 

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE 
lopi s of he foregoing mailed 
i i 4 \ &  day October, 2002 to: 

TormanD. James 
ay Shapiro 
‘ennemore Craig, P.C. 
003 North Central Avenue 
‘hoenix, AZ 85012-2913 
ittorneys for Arizona-American Water Company 

Jhristopher Kempley, Chief Counsel 
,egal Division 
iRIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
200 West Washington Street 
’hoenix, Arizona 85007 

b e s t  Johnson, Director 
Jtilities Division 
IRIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
200 West Washington Street 
’hoenix, Arizona 85007 
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